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1 would like to have ﬁ?g{%

2 ﬁ dispute, the name of which I can't ™

5 || recall. So the manuscript would have been read by cga@Q@é:“

ioublish, and it had to do with the

&
Phone (Area 202) 544-6000

or his principal assistant, and he would give an indication

Wi

of what he thought the marketability was. And at that point -
6 well, in this instance, we got the funds from the Near East

7 | Division. When it came down to that, why should DGD, who had

8 no interest in the fdispute, provide money for

g that particular piece of propaganda. So the money would be
10 transferred somehow from the Near East Division's allocation.
11 It would be their project, but we would be the managers of it

12 when it got down to the point of dealing face to'face with

13 :%pn the matter. My office would keep the division

WARD & PAUL

14 apprised of the project, when publication could be expected,

15 and so forth,
16 Mr. Baron. Were there any other CIA publishing proprietaries

17 than the two yvou have mentioned,

18 Mr. Hunt. That I had personal knowledge of within the

19 Domestic Operations Division, no.

20 Mr. Baron. You qualified that by saying within the

51 Domestic Operations Division. Were there others?

o0 Mr. Hunt. ©Because the international operations d: Inter-

03 national Organizational Division under Cord Myer, ran quite a few

o4 things in conjunction with the Congress for Cultural Freedom,

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

o5 for example. Radio Free Europe, those things that went on.
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Mr. Baron. Did CIA do ghostwriting for non-CIA publi-
cations? |

Mr., Hunt. I ghosted a couple of -~ I'm very reluctant
to go into this, although I have discuésed it with John
Crowdson. But this is another one of those difficult areas
where it's very hard for me to prove.

There came a time in the spring of, I think it was the
spring of about 1969, when the Soviet Russia Division asked
me if I could cause to have published something on the --

by this time I was no longer with the Domestic Operation

Division. I was with Western Europe -- on the increasing use
by the KNG e things like that,

and Christ, I hope this doesn't get out.

And so I went to Helms. Howard Osborne was then Chief
of the Division, as I recall. He was latéiDirector of
Security, and this had been staffed out. And I prepared the

article and it appeared in large portions unchanged under the

It was just information which was supplied which he wrote
somewhat in his own style, and thére was a second article which
appeared a month or two months later, and this was done by

Dick Helms.

Mr. Baron. Also underﬂ Fyline?

Mr. Hunt. Yes. You could understand the difficulties

involved here and I don't need any more enemies. I have plenty.
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Now that is my own personal contribution to that sort of
thing. But I can't think of anything else that was done.

Mr. Baron. By other people? Was it a general practice
to supply either prefabricated articles or the material for

articles to favorable press contacts in this country?

Mr. Hunt. Well, we know about the Fbook,

A ——

and that was done by the SR Division.

You are aware of that, aren't you?

Now in that case, you see, the SR reached out on its own.
Penkoskf%?apers was another example. We had nothing to do
with thaé in DOD., That waé done, again, by SR division. And
I can understand why.

But basically, in answer to your question, I have given

you everything that I have personal knowledge of.

Mr. Baron. When you made the arrangement [-4'

Mr. Hunt. I made no arrangement with him,

Mr. Baron, Who handled liaison with him?

Mr..Hunt. Dick Helms.

Mr. Baron. And was that a one-on-one arrangement or
were there other people knowledgeable?

Mr. Hunt. I believe it was a one-on-one, old school tie

arrangement.

gwhich was largely a cooperative venture with the Agency,

i
i

Mr. Baron. Was there any list kept at the CIA of favorabld
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gemorganization. I felt that a strict

construction of the CIA charter made the project quite suspect

because if we were doing a book, for example, oh:

3

i Communism, who was the target? It would have been highly
inappropriate for United States citizens to be the target

of the particular book, and we did a hell of a good book on

Communism. It became about this thick. I can't

recall the title.
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If your targets are foreign, then where are they? They

don't all necessarily read English, and we had'a/F

; ESO unless the book goes into a lot of languages or it is

t

published. in' India, for example, where Fnglish is a lingua franc&.
then you have some basic problems. And I think the way this

was rationalized by the project review board that looked over

A
S gt e

formeé, which was true, but how much of thefBraeger:

actually got abroad for any impact I think is highly arguable.

™

“the material was

Now; in the case of

Contncatal Pracs

physically mailed from Washington‘to foreign targets, the

‘hewspapers, I think particularly the}
G m—

Agency was a client, The mere fact that the project was

rooted in the United States gave it sort of a credibility
lustre abroad in that particular era. If it came out of

Washington then it was probably okay.

SR

"?%%@g@ﬁggf@ggéé;had no domestic U.S. papers

¥
L

as clients. What I'm trying to get at is that DOD handled
operations which were based domestically in the United States,
the commercial operations, and this includes proprietary
airlines and things like that, whose nltimate target was
abroad. The principal target or even a tangential target was

not the United States citizen.
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Mr. Baron. But, with anything that was published in
English, the United States citizenry would become a likely
audience for the publication?

Mr. Hunt. A likely audience, definitely.

Mr. Baron. Did you take some sort of steps to make sure
that things that were published in English were kept out of
or away from the American reading public?

Mr. Hunt. It was impossible because?@%ﬁﬁ?éé;Was a iﬂ\
commercial U.S. publisher. His books had to be seen, had to
be reviewed, had to be bought here, had to be read. Again- I
say it was a matter of great difficulty. Mr. Barnes resolved
all that philosophically, and I simply carried out the dicta.

Mr. Baron. What was your philosophical opinion of the
danger of prépagandizing Americans?

Mr. Hunt. -Well, I knew that it was not a part of the
Agency charter, and it was a matter that the USIA looked at.

I talked about it occasionally. The USIA coincidentally had
come under some criticism at that time for subsidizing certain
publishers in the United States. That became known; I don't

recall how. I discussed with the USIA book man and with

Barnes the danger that we might be criticized for the same

reasons. I was never enchanted with the ﬁ@ééﬁ@fﬂbperation. I
thought it cost far too much money and had minimal benefits

abroad, and further, we had the liability, the vulnerability

to quite reasonable critcism that we had U.S. citizens as a
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s § 1 target, or an audience, I should say. ;
g |
3 2 Mr. Baron. Were there any precautions taken against
<
é 3 dissemination in America of publications by CIA proprietaries

4 in English?

5 Mr. Hunt. Proprietariés, well, my only personal knowledge

Vi out of Washington. That was the only precaution, rather than :
8 our people mailing them themselves.

9 Mr. Baron. AWere any techniques used to prevent contamina- |
10 || tion of American intelligence by picking up on things that the

11 || CIA was actually publishing or arranging to have published?

12 Mr. Hunt. I would assume so, and I would guess that that

1% || would be done in the first instance by the knowledgeability of

WARD & PAUL

14 || the reports officers in the various geographic divisions at

15 || headquarters who would scan newspapers, for example, or they

P

16 || would receive raw reports from ilet's say, and see that

17 | there had been a big sale of a particular book which we had

18 | spongsored, which they knew we had sponsored but nobody else ;

19 || knew. Of course, | Evould have known abouit

20 it, too. ;
21 So I would say that it was a pretty good fail-safe. The
2o || area of knowledgeability was high. For one thing, I traveled

o3 || some in those days. I traveled to Bombay. I talked to the

410 First Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

24 4?ﬂbere. I traveled to New Delhl and talked to

25

!
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keep them up to date as to what we were planning. I would do

the same in France and so forth.

Mr. Baron. Were there any specific instances that you knowf
of of an eventual placement in the U.S. press of a story that |

the CIA generated or fabricated abroad somewhere? For instance,!

a story could conceivably be picked up by the UPI or by Reuters

that the CIA had planted abroad.

Mr. Hunt. I can't recall anything significant. I would
guess that during the Cuban, during the days of maximum
Cuban operation that sort of thing happened. I would think it
would be unavoidable, but I can't épecify. |

Mr. Baron. And are there any other instancés than things
you have mentioned of direct placements of stories in the U.S.
press by the CIA?

Mr. Hunt. I have mentioned the thich was a

cooperative venture withﬁ ?the twoj i

things. No, I can't recall.

Mr. Baron. I touched earlier upon the possibility of
disseminating derqqatory information about Agency targets. ”Thesa
were you aware of any general program of thaﬁ nature to discredit
either a foreign political leader or a foreign political fac-
tion, or domestic political groups or 1eaders$

Mr. Hunt. To the latter question, no. domestic, I am

not aware of any.

I think the Soviet Russia division was quite active,; and it
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kept a list, for exgmple, and maintained a very good list -of
KGB officers abroad, and when one would show up at Luanda, for
example, they would make sure that the local press got the
man's dossier, or at least a blind handout so that they would
know who the fellow was, much as the Butz couhté;;py operation
is doing. today against the CIA.

Mr. Baron. Did you make arrangeﬁents, or did you know
of arrangements being made for non-CIA authors to write pieces
that were favorable to the CIA?

Mr. Hunt. No.

Mr. Baron. There was no funding of that kind of opera-
ton?

Mr. Hunt. You mean sort of flackery, the favorable
publicity for the Agency, is that what you imply?

Mr. Baron. Right.

Mr. Hunt. No.

Mr. Baron. What about subsidizing non-CIA authors to
writg stories of any sort, or books of any sort that the CIA
was interested in having published?

Mr. Hunt. I would say this in a qualified sense. Where

in the past we had givengg%é¢§é¢g

of his book on thﬁ probliem, obviously
we were subsidizing the author of that book because it was

T@vas ultimately passing to the indi-

our money that [BEaeq

‘géééfdoing it rather than us. In

vidual, but that wasgiis

202418 Page 49 Top sECRET
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other words, there was never any face to face contact.

Mr. Baron. Aside from dealing through publishing houses |

that you had established contact with, did you deal individually

with authors who were non-CIA employees?

i
|

Mr. Hunt. I did not. I don't think DOD did. I think that
Far East Division did.

Mr. Baron. Do you know with whom?

Mr. Hunt. You mentioned{Chinese ! for example.

Well, they dealt also, the Soviet Russia division dealt with

JT'}pn the Penkoskiicase. In fact, I had lunch with

#while he was doing the Penkoskiﬂfapers. So that was.
an example. |

Mr. Baron. Did they have a reqular program?

Mr. Hunt. Yes, I think so.

Mr. Baron. ~Both of those two divisions?

Mr. Hunt. Yes.

Mr. Baron. Is there anything else that you think we would
need in order to have a fairly clear, complete)picture of the
relations to the media or the bublishing industry?

Mr. Hunt. Well, I think you could get probably a good‘
deél more information from Cord Myer, who had a lot of that
directly under him when he was Chief of the International
Organizations Division, and of course, he served as Deputy
Chief of Clandestine Services for quite a while. He would

probably have as panoramic knowledge as ahybody. I guess he's
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was that we had made the -- the President had given certain

undertakings to Cﬁban leadership and to our own paramilitary
people, and had failed to carry them out.

However, this fact was successé€ully disquised for a number
of years,. but Dulles and Dick Bissell-paid the price.

In any events, the Bay of Pigs cost Dulles his leadership
of the Agency, and‘I had the utmost respect for him. I was ‘
associated with him as an assistant for the special Cuban
Bay of Pigs purposes, for a period of several months prior to,

i
perhaps six months prior to his eventual retirement.

myand I had seen him in Japan when he came over there
and we had some discussions. Mr. Dulles brought into the
formal Central Intelligence Agency the same feeling of esprit

de corps that we had all enjoyed in the Office of Strateqié

Services, and this was largely lost during the McCone director-
ship. And I think we had some admiral after that, Admiral I
Radford, possibly. We‘got under a group of managers, and the
human element that we had enjoyed in OSS was gone with thé !
passage of Allen Dulles until Dick Helms came back in. You l

see, I'm an unrepentent admirer of Allen Dulles and the way we

used to do business. Why do I sav that? Because the wav we cid

business during Mr. Dulles's directorate was precisely the wav

we did it in 0S5 during General Denovan's creation and directior|

!

of that organization. In 0SS. which was Allan Dulles's traininqh
: ground as much ’

14
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(// 1. CIA OFFICERS MET WITH SULJ REF 15.SEPT. ONLY "IMPGRTANT'™

INEO HE PROVIDED WAS VAGUE REFERENCE TO AGENT-1 PLAN ASSASSINATE
CASTRO ATTEMPT WOULD SUPPOSEDLY TAKE PLACE DURING UNIVERSITY
CEREMONY AT WHICH CASTRO PRESENT. AGENT-1 REPORTEDLY RESPONSIELE
ARRANGING-DELIYERY CUBA ONE BELGIAN FAL EQUIPPED WITH SILENCER.
AGENT-1 WAS TO BE TRIGGERMAN SUPPORTED BY UNIDEN-ARMY OFFICERS.

ABOVE PLAN NOW APPARENTLY ABANDONED.

-

2. SAID AGENT-1 ANXIOUS LEXVE CUBA ON OFFICIAL VISIT ORDER
CONTACT CIA RE HIS FUTURE ROLE WITH CUBA. SUBJ SUGGESTED REMOTE
POSSIBILITY ARRANGE VISIT PRAGUE THRU AGENT-1 FRIEND JOSE, DELEG
TO IUS. OUR IMPRESSION IS AGENT-1 WANTS COME OUT FOR GOOD AS
PROBABLY FEELS PERSONAL SITUATION TENUOUS.

3. ACCORDING SUBJ, FOLL PERSONS OR INFLUENCE ON AGENT-1 TEAM.
MAJOR, MAJOR AND EX-MAJOR (FNU). |

4. SAID AGENT-2 HAS NUMEROUS CONTACTS CUBAN OFFICIAL CIRCLES
MADRID, PARIS, BUT WORKING FOR ANOTHER GOV'T. SINCE HE IN BAD
STANDING WITH U.S.G. HINTED CIA SHOULD BE IN TOUCH A&ewr=Y HOWLVER

g Fias STRONG RESERVATIONS AGAINST AGENT-2 ON SECURITY GROUNDS

T FROM

SECRELT
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AND FACT HE OUT FOR GOLD, PLUS LITTLE EVIDELCE CAPABLILITY
PRODUCE INFO OF INTEREST. . .

5. {™™]wHO LEFT MELTING FIRST, CLEARLY INFERRED TO SUBJ 1T HAD

BEEN "GREAT WASTE OF TIME.' OTHER CIA OFFICER PROCEEDED POLITLLY

"CHEW OQUT" SUBJ FOR GETTING US TO ABOVE MEET ON FALSE PRETENSES. =~

SUBJ FRANKLY ADMITTED HIS "RECRUITMENT" BY CIS WAS MANDLED In SUCH:
SLOPPY MANNER AS BE CONSTRUED A FARCE. VIEW VAGUENLSS HIS MISSION
AND LACK SECURE CONTACTS, REPORTING CHANNELS, 1T APPARENT CIS NOT
EXPECTING MUCH RESULTS FROM OP WHICH PROBABLY MADE ON "HIT OR MISS"
BASIS. QUITE LIKELY "EDUARDO™ WILL NEVER APPEAR TO CONTACT SUBJ.
6. SEEING HIS "UTILITY" TO US AS DUBIOUS, SUBJ BEGAN SCRATCHIM
HEAD FOR LEADS AND MENTIONED FOLL "FRIENDS'" HE MIGHT CONTACT: CRLAND
BLANCO %g@ﬁ@@fffﬁ@%@i CHARGE IN BERN WHO COMING _‘mmﬂa} SEPT; (FNU)
TRASANCO OF PAI& EMB WHO CONFIDANTE AMLASH 1 ALSO KNQWN AMLAS!

. { =
AND ENRIQUE RODRIQUEZ LOECHLES, ~13 TO MOROCCO@

20 SEPT. | A
7. C/O SAID NOW UP TO SUBJ SHOW BONAFIDES SUGGESTING HE WCULD
TAKE ADVANTAGE HIS "UNIQUE STATUS' AS CUBAN AGENT GAIN ENTRY

OFFICIAL CIRCLES. SUBJ FEARS WE MAY DENY VISA AND DENOUNCE HIM 10

l ixs
é FOLICE. ALTHOUGH HE PROMISED MAKE EVERY EFFORT, INDICATIONS

TO DATE ARE HE WILL HAVE LITTLE, IF ANY, OPS UTILITY. IN ANY EVENT
WAS TOLD EXAMINE THOROUGHLY ANY LEADS HE MIGHT HAVE IN NEXT FLw
DAYS. WE WILL DECIDC IN NEXT MEETING OR TwO WHETHER HE DOLS APPEAR
TO HAVE ANY UTILITY, IF NOT HLC WILL BC DROPPLED.
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WASHINGTON. Jan.

7= 1949 ang jo5 th iod i B
[Tetired Army colone has denied J # period in

! y fwhich he ws i I
Ito Senate investigators an 3~"'signod to t},esct;r/’\‘pog:r:gat;?
sertion by E. Howa.rd Hum,othor time in his career |
IJr. that the colone) once headcdi L e .=
12 Central Intelligence Agencyl Mt Hunt said in 5 fecent;
lunit set up to arrange for the’ inter ‘ew that during his ser., §
fassassmations of suspecteq Vice With the ClLAs Balkans, |
fdoubie-agents. ;}J;\(‘jm({)}rj in tlée n\jd,-ls:’é()'ls h?:
. Iscussed  with  Colone ;
{, The colonel, Boris T. Pach, Pash, at his SUperiors’ hehest
itold the Senate Selec: Commit- the prospectiv AL
! Intelligence. vestergss prospective assassination §
itce on Inteliig R e 0l an individual whe was be.i
that during 1954 and [955—he lieved to be a douple agent. i g
Iperiod in which Mr. Hgnt, a “l was told that we had. §
[former C.LA. officer. s’ald hﬁ that capability,” M, Hunt said:
was told that Colonel Pas in the interview, and “‘that the:
ran such an operation—he had §UY 10 see abaut :his sort of |
left the C.LA. and returned things was Colene) Pash.” .
to military service.

' Mr. Hunt, wheo said that he| ||

In a statement made public had understood that Colonel;
by the panel today. Celone] Pash was deccased, addeq that|
Pash termed Mr. Hunt's aSser-ihe did discuss the matter withi
tions “insidious and completely;the colonel,  whe seemed | [
false. !shocked “that the subject has| |
{ever been brought up,” and/

! the matter consequently
Mr. Hunt, whoe is Serving a was left there

prison term for his role in Investigators for the Senate| &

the Watergage case. jcommittee are now attemptlng.
Nor, the colonel said, wasito' intervxew Mr. Hunt about" ,

h.e ever “involved in any assas-this assertion, a -<:ommn.teer

sination  planning”  hetween spokesman said.

SPANISH TROOPS RUN oy e coneror e cap
SUBWA Y IN MADRID hoods.

Passengers were ad-!
-mitted free. ,
. e 10§

Sp:qn“i\sli)imz?t"rn‘?nbe;arg,‘iinnxzf MADRID, Jan. 7 (Reuters)—_‘
the Madrid subway system to.:Striking Madrig Subway WOrk-“
day as the Government moved, s tonight voted to defy Gov. |
gingerly to break a mree.day;’e_rnmem pressure and. to cpn-‘;
wildcat strike that sel off thejtinue their walk.oyt Strike ' §
worst traffic snarl in the city'sileaders said they would hoid
history. o {out until their wage demandsf
- Fearing a possible labor back..were met.

Find the 13
single and doudia !
<. PICK from pienty (

ora slips . .
ms-_i?g?gfh]egg;ld:322024lﬂ

lash, the Government refrained| The strikers voted not to|

. however, fromiaccept an offer from the off.!

<run union to|
if they returned to

want. We even have som.

workers into service. [hold talks
About 3,000 electric company|work.

workers marched into the cen- —

ter of Madrid in support of the BARCELONA, Spain, Jan. "!
subway workers and the police (AP)~~The Rev. Luis Marfa Xiri.
used tear gas to disperse them.nachs  an outspoken Roman
The police said they broke UD Catholic priest nominated for
similar demonstrations by fac-Ithe Nobel Peace Prize last year,
tory workers on the City's| wag arrested today while dem-
outskirts. No arTests or injunes onstrating near the local prison
were reported. . in support of amnesty for politi.

Army. personnel trained as cal prisoners, police sources said.
railroad engineers réopened the ——

main subway line, which runs REMEMBER THE HEEDIEST!

Discover dra-
$ingle and doubie
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STATEMENT BY E. HOWARD HUNT

A year ago when Congress established the Church Committee, Senator
Baker was quoted as ;acrlng that I would be an early witnesse. I was then fres
on Appeal and readily available to testify concerning CIA involvement in
allegedly j1legal activities. Moreover, I viewed testifying before the

opportunity

Comm ttee as & further/to testify under oath concerning my total non -
jnvolvement with Messrs Oswald, Bremer and Sirhan, persons with whom my
name has been glanderously and 1ibelously linked in press and électronic
medis. Although I had been interviewed previously by the FBI and the Rock-
efeller Comuission with regard to these allegations a host of assassination
pbuffs and media a.d_vocatea continued irresponsibly to associate me with the
deaths of the Kennedy brothers and the crippling of Governor Wallace.

My Appeal denied, I re-entered prison in April,1975. Three weeks
later US Marshals ascorted me to Washington DC for what turnmed out to be a
three-hour interview with a new Watergate Assistant Special Prosecutor. For
a 9=day period I was lodged at the Leesburg, Va., jail,and finally returned
via Detroit and Tallahassee where I wvas mpriadned in the isolation area
before being driven on May 26 to Eglin Pederal Prisen Camp. On May 27,
Assistant Committee Counsel Michael Madigan telephoned me to say that the
Church Committee wanted to interview me "within the next two weeks®. 1
apprised Mr. Madigan of Public Law 93=-209, Title 18. Sec.L082(e) Para. 1
(amended) which authorises minimum security prisomers such as myself to be
furloughed for up teo 30 days for purposes of testifying. Coumsel )Qdigan
agreed to my testifying on this furlough basise

~ Over the sumser however, 1 heard notping further from Mr. Madigan

or his Committee assoclates. Then in mid-September a Washington POST story
alleged that I had been assigned by a White House superior o assassinate
columnist Jack Andersone Sepator Church was thereupon quoted as saying

that his Committee would jnvestigate the charges. 1 welcomed this apparent
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opportmitj, for the allegations had gained wide credence while my own
delayed respanse appeared only incompletely in the press. Stii.l, nothing
was heard from the Commitiee.

1n December 1975 John Crewdson of the New York Times interviewed
me in prison. He asked if I knew anything about "CIA assassination capa=
tilities®, and I related to him my encounter with Col. Boris T. Pash. Mr,
Crewdson then inquired whether the Church Committee had interviewed me.
I responded in terms of the foregoing, noting that I would have testified
about the Pash encounter had I been given the publicized opportunities.
My interview with Mr. Crewdson was published and shortly thereafter my
attorney was contacted by a representative of the Committes.

I consider it highly discriminatory that the Comsittee is
wwilling te have me testify in Washington as a furloughed witness.
Further, the Committee's refusal to postpane interviewing me in priscn
mtil one of two coumsel familisr with my career and affairs is available
places me in a difficult position with regard to representation by informed
legal comsel, And, as during the Ervin Committee hearings ( whose cost in
legal fees to me approached $100,000) I must again pay legal fees occasioned
by the interest of the Senate in a matter of no discernible benefit to me,

Between last Jenuary and April I could freely have traveled to
washington to testify at the pleasure of the Senate. From them on I could
have been furloughed for that purpose snd testified accompanied by customary
counsel who are not now available to me. Nevertheless, in demonstration of

my willingness to cooperate fully with the Senate I agree to be interviewed

mder oath toder. j/é s M—-

B. Howard Hunt

M /’//féa‘é
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